Nomenclaturally, the name P. stenantha has priority over the name P. stenocorys, however, to reduce P. stenocorys to a synonym of P. stenantha would be contrary to current usage. As mentioned above, the name P. stenantha is only correctly used by some researchers to refer to the whorled-leaved species (i.e., P. stenantha Franch. 1891) (Bonati in Notes Roy. Bot. Gard. Edinburgh 13: 137. 1921), while its taxonomic status was later treated as uncertain (Li, l.c.; Limpricht, l.c. 1924: 227; Tsoong, l.c.: 270) . By contrast, the species under the name P. stenocorys is widely adopted in taxonomic revisions (Li, l.c.; Limpricht, l.c. 1924: 227) and checklists (Wang & Wu, Vasc. Pl. Hengduan Mount. Part II. 1994) , and the current Chinese Floras (Tsoong, Yang & al., l.c.) . Moreover, one subspecies (subsp. melanotricha P.C. Tsoong) and one variety (var. angustissima P.C. Tsoong) are placed under P. stenocorys (Tsoong, l.c.: 271) . Therefore, to avoid the disadvantageous nomenclatural displacement of the most widely accepted epithet, the name P. stenocorys should be conserved against the prior name P. stenantha.
The gathering R.P. Mussot 304 of Pedicularis stenocorys contains two sheets at P. The sheet with the barcode P00520824 has been annotated as the type on the sheet, and another sheet was previously deposited at Herbier E. Drake, then it was transferred to the herbarium of P. The sheet P00520824 is designated above as the lectotype of P. stenocorys. Nomenclaturally, the name B. praticola has priority over P. cylindrica. However, the name B. praticola has been overlooked by botanists during preparation of Floras (e.g., Tsoong & Yang in Fl. Reipubl. Popularis Sin. 67(2): 17-28. 1979; Hong & al., Fl. China 18: 1-212. 1998; Tao, Fl. Yunnan. 16: 346-350. 2006 ), or has been misplaced as a synonym of P. nigrescens (Li, l.c.) . On the contrary, the name P. cylindrica has been widely adopted in Floras (Tsoong in Fl. Reipubl. Popularis Sin. 68: 381, 419. 1963; Hong & al., l.c.: 210; Hong & Pan, Fl. Yunnan. 16: 312. 2006 ), journal articles (Lu & al. in Pl. Syst. Evol. 268: 177-198. 2007; Dong & al., l.c. 2011a; Dong & al. in J. Syst. Evol. 49: 189-202. 2011b; Dong & al. in Bot. J. Linn. Soc. 117: 491-507. 2013) , and checklists and similar works (IBCAS, Iconogr. Cormophyt. Sin. 4: 95. 1975; Wu & al., Index Fl. Yunnan. 2: 1624 . 1984 Wang & Wu, Vasc. Pl. Hengduan Mount. 2: 1840 . 1994 Shui, Seed Pl. Honghe: 385. 2003; Fu & al., Higher Pl. China 10: 222. 2004 ). Internet searches using Google for the two names, performed on 26 July 2013, yielded 1560 hits for P. cylindrica but only 84 for B. praticola, most of which either gave no information about the name, synonymized it with P. nigrescens (presumably following Li's treatment), or regarded it as "dubious" (TROPICOS) or "unresolved" (The Plant List). Therefore, to avoid the disadvantageous nomenclatural displacement of the most widely accepted epithet, we here propose that the name P. cylindrica should be conserved against the prior name B. praticola.
